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At SECOND Extra of the Effay 
concerning the Goodnefs of God, the 
Free-Will of Man, and the Origin of 
»Evil. 


Proceed to give an Account of the Di Loews 
concerning the Meer, of teith, with Re 
Theodicaus {uppoles, that T ruths cannot 
contradi& one. another ; . that "Revealed Truth i is the © 
Objeé& of Faith, and that Reason is a Concatenation of 
Teche known by the Light of. Nature. "Thele Truths 
are of ‘Two Sorts. Some, are Eternal, and abfolutely ne- 
ceffary , fo that the contrary implies a LeeoRs ion : : 
Such are thofe. Truths, the Necel ty whereof is Logi- 
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cal, Metaphyfical, or Geometrical, which none can de- 


ny without running into Abfurdities, Others may be 
call’d Poftive, becaufe the y conftitute, or depend upon 
thofe Laws,. which God was pleafed to, eftablith, in 


Nature, . We. learn eae by sFxpangace,, = is, @, po-' 

fteriori ; or by Reafon, and 4 rheri, that Howe confi- 

dering the Fitnefs which oeeakewd @ them. Th Fit- | 
ns $ ut it is’ 


nefs.is, alfo. grounded. ¢ Re 
the Free Choice. of a phe a 
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cannot be contrary to theth. Wherefore there can be 
no invincible Obje&tion againft Truchy For°if ie bé a 


Demonftration hded wu undeniable Principles or 
Fa&s, ted ted by + Connetida of ae ‘tuths, 
the ‘Conclufion'm Ye erie ‘Gnd indifperifable jo and 





what is contrary to it miuft’ bé falf@y ocherwile Two 
Contradiftory Propofitions might be true ‘at the fame 
time. But if the Objection 3 not demonitrative;: ic 
will only ma he a probable’ Atgurient’, ‘which’ can be 
of no force Faith} a ged that mt - 
fteries of Réel itor a ate contraty 'M. 
Be yle declares, ( by. Pofthdnious L motwer to MMeGithc,) 
cha he ders Hot p érend chat there’ ate’ atfy ‘Denton ftra- 
againtt The Pant cles of Faith’; att® confe ritlyy 
ens thofe infurmountable Diffitulties; ‘and’ die récehd. 
ed Oppofition between Reafon’ <7 Paith, do enitely 
vanih away. | i silt o3 


_Hi motus animorum at que ide te cinta: ' 

'Pulveris - jaftu co miei al diefeuinr, © 990% 
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moft Learned Fathers of the Primitive Church appraved 
the DoSrine of the Plstonifs in many Things. e 
prevailed by degrees above thar of 
Plate; when Syitems began to be in Fafhion, and when 
Theology became more Syftematical by reafon of the 
Decifions of General Councils, which afforded feveral 
uguftin, Beethius, and Caffiedors in the 


ies, St. A 
sree, and St John Damajcen in the Eaff, did more particu- 


ntribute to bring Theology into a Form of Sci- 
ro : eet to mention Beda, Alcuinus, St. Anfelm, and 
fome other Divines skill’d in Philofophy. At laft the 
Schoolmen came in; and the idle Life of the Monks 
having occafion'd many Speculations, fupported by Ari- 
ftotle’s Philofophy , they made a Compleat Syftem com- 
pofed of Divinity and Philofophy, and containing many 
Queftions, moft of which proceeded from the Care that 
was taken to reconcile Faith with Reafon.. The Author 
obferves the Impérfeftions of thofe Syftems, and-then 
site : “ Howéver, I muft own with the Incomparable 
“* Grotius, that fome Gold lies fometimes conceal’d under 
“‘ the barbarous Latin of the Monks ; which made me 


‘ 
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Philofophy of 4ri/osle 





i711. 


»Forts ; and M. de Preiffac, a Soldier and a Mancf Wir 


“ with feveral times, that an Able Man, engaged by his 


‘« Profeffion to Jearn the Language of the Schools, would 
« have extracted the beft Things out of the Writings of 
“ Scholaftick Writers, and that another Petavius or Tho- 
“ mafin would have done with refpett to the Schoolmen, 
what thofe Two Learned Men have done with refpect 
to the Fathers. It would be a very Curious Work, 
and of great ufe for Ecclefiaftical Hiftory ; and by 
that means the Hifforia Dogmatum would be continued 
to the Time of the Reftoration of Learning, and even 
‘* farther. “aT 4 a " 
Some time before the Reformation, there was in ‘aly 
a Sekt ofPhilofophers , who pretended that Faith could 
not be! soancéled with Reafon. They were call'd Aver- 
_ rifts, from Averroes a famous Arabian Philofopher, :This 
Author-maintain’d, that the Soul could not be immortal 
according to Ariftotle , and even according to Reafon ; 

for at that time rifforle and Reafon were almoft look’d 
u as one and the fame thing ¢ argued thus : 
_° Mankind are Erernal according to Ariffotle ; and there- 

“+ fore if Human Souls are not deftroy’d, we muft admit 
_ © the Metempfychofis rejye&ted by that Fbilotopher 3. or, if 
“ there are continually new Souls ,, we mu 


“ infinite Number of thofe Souls exifting from al] Erer-- 


“c 


the Souls, that is, the Forms of Organized Bodies, 
ase deftroy’d with thofe Bodies ; or at leaft the Paffive 
Intellect belonging to every Perfon. So that there 
will only remain an a€tive In 


“ of Mulick, when 
“* Organ. 


fuppofe an . 


nity: But an attual Infinity is impoflible, according » 
to the Doftrine of Ariftotle ; therefore it follows, that 


telle&t , common to all . 
Men, which muft needs work whe:eever the Organs 
are difpofed for it; as the Wind produces a kind - 
introduced into the Pipes of. an_ 


, [This pretended Demonftration was a very weak Argu-- 


ment. 
the Metempfychofis, nor proved the Eternity of Mankind : 


t does not appear that Arifforle has well confuted - 


Befides , tis a falfe Affertion to fay, that an actual Infi- 


nite isimpoffible. And yet the Arifotelicians look'd up- 
on that Argument as a perfect Demonftration ; from 
whence they inferr’d that there was a certain Sublunary 
Intelligence , the partaking of which made our attive 
Intelle&. But others, lefs addited to sriffotle, went. fo 


far as to acknowledge an Univerfal Soul, that was the | 


Ocean of all particular Souls ; and believed that this 
Univerfal Soul remained, whilft the particular Souls had 
an End. Accordi 
mals begin to exift by falling like Drops of Water from 
the Ocean, when t 
mate ; and they perifh being reunited to the Ocean of 
the Souls, when the Body is diffolved , as Rivers lofe 


themfelves in the Sea, Many beli¢ved that God is thac . 


Univerfal Soul ; but others were of Opinion that it was 
created and fubordinate to him. This falfe Doérine is 
very ancient 5 and the Vulgar may eafily be dazzled with 
it. There are Two Paflages in Virgil ( 4x. VI. v.724. 
Georg. IV. v.221,) wherein it may be found exprefs'd 
in very fine Verfes. Some modern Authors have’ hot 
fcrupled to admit that Univerfal Soul , which abforbs all 
other Souls. This eo has been entertain’d with 
great Applaufe , by thofe who call themfelves £/ptiss 


find a Body which they can ani-' 


to this Doftrine, the Souls of Ani-, 


~in Converfation. 


, who pretended to Philofophy, did publickly fee ic forth 
Theodicaus fays, he thought fic to make this fhorr Di 
greflion, becaufe it appear’d to him feafonable, at a Cane 
when too many Men endeavour to overthrow the Ver 
Foundations of Natural Religion. - y 
To return to the Averroifis: They maintain’d thar th 
Soul.is mortal, according to Philofophy ; but they ie. 
tefted to believe its Immortality , as the Chrittian 
Theology teaches it. Such a DittinG&ion appear’g fur 
picious, and fuch an Oppofition between Faith ang 
Reafon was openly rejected by the Prelates and Door 
of that Time, and condemned in the Jaft Council of La 
teran under Pope Leo X. and the Learned were defir'g i. 
remove the Difficulties , which feem’d to fet TheoJo 
and Philofophy at Variance. Neverthelefs this De 
&rine was kept up incognito. Pompunatius was fufpect- 
ed of it, and the very Se& of the Averroifts was pre- 
ferved by Tradition. Cefar Cremoninus , a Famous Phj. 
lofopher of that time, is thought to have been one of its 
chief Supports. Andrew Cafalpinus a learned Phyfician 
(who, next to Servetas , came neareft the Circulation of 
the Blood,) was accufed by Nicolas Taurellws, in a Book 
entitl’d Alpes Cafe, of being one of thofe Periparetick, 
who were no Friends to Religion. Some Traces of that 
Doétrine are alfo to be found in the Circulus Pifanus Clay. 
dii Berigardi, a Native of France, who taught Philofophy 
at Pifa. But it appears in a more particular manner from 
the Writings and Letters of Gabriel Naudeus , that Aver. 
roifm did {till continue, when that Learned Phyfician was 
in Italy. The Corpufcular Philofophy , which came in 


_foon after, feems to have extinguifh’d that Se. Perhaps 


fome’ Atomifis would willingly teach the Do€trine of thofe 
Averroifis, if they could do ir fafely : But fuch an Abufe 
could do no Prejudice to the Corpufcular Philofophy, 
which may be combined with the folid Do&rinss of Plat, 
and Ariftorle, and reconciled with Theology. 

The Author gives us an hiftorical Account.6f the 
Controverfy concerning the ufe of Philofophy in Divi. 
nity among feveral Proteftant Writers, That Difpute 
was Chiefly occafion’d by the Myfteries of the Trinity, 
and Incarnation , and the Lord’s Supper. The Socinisns 
have been confuted by feveral Divines, and frequently 
with good Succefs. The Lutherans and the Retormed 
agree well enough among themfelves , when they attack 
theSocinians : “* And becaufe thePhilofophy of thofeSe&a. 
‘* ries is not very exact, it has been generally run down ”. 
But the Two Proreftant Parties fell out about the Eucha. 
rift, Whereupon Theodiceus informs us , that the Luthe. 
rans “ do not approve the Dofrine of Confubftantiation or 
‘¢ Impanation, and that it cannot be afcribed to them, but 
*€ by thofe, who are not well acquainted with their Opi- 
“ nion ; For they do not admit the Inclufion of the Bo- 
“© dy of Chrift in the Bread, nor any Union between both, 
“ but only a Concomitancy, whereby thofé Two Sub- 
“ ftances ate received at the fame Time ”. © This Paf- 
fage will appear the more curious to the Readers, becaufe 
*tis generally believed that ‘the ‘Lutherans teach the Do. 
Gtrine of Confubfiantiation. — tie 

The Divines of all Parties, ‘(as the Author thinks,) ac. 
knowledge that no Article of Faith can imply a Contra- 
diftion, or be contrary to any Demonftration as true as 
thofe of the Mathematicks. And therefore (fays he) fome 
Authors fhould not have granted that the Holy Triniry is 

contrary to this Principle : Two Things, which are the fame 
with a Third, are alfo the fame between themfelves. Necei- 
fary and Eternal Truths ought never to be given over , in 
order fo maintain a Myftery, left che Enemies of Religi- 
on should take Advantage of it to cry down Revelation 
and all its Myfteries. , 

The common Diftin@ion between what is aboveReafon, 
and what issgainfi Reafon, agrees well enough with the 
above-mention’d diftinftion between an sbfolute and natu- 
ral Necefity. . For what is againft Reafon is contrary to 
thot rete, that are abfolotely Certain and Indifpenfa- 
ble ; arid what is above Reafon is only contrary to our 
common Experience ‘and Apprehenfion. “ And there- 
** fore, fays the Author, 1 wonder that fome Men of Parts, 
“ and M. Bayle among-others, fhould oppofe that Diftin- 
“ &ion. It is certainly very well grounded. A Truth 


is above Reafon, when our Minds cannos comprehend 
6 it : 














~ © blame, are connefted witht 


-** Wifdom o 


“ i¢ : And fuch is, in my Opinion, the Holy Trinity ; 
“© fach are Miracles, which none but God can work, as, 
* for Inftance, the Creation ; fuch is the Choice of the 
“ Order of the Univerfe, which depends upon the uni- 
‘« verfal Harmony, and a diftin Knowledge of an infi- 
‘* nite Number of Things all at once. But a Truth can 
“ never be againft Reafon ; and a Do€trine confuted by 
“ Reafon is fo far from being Incomprehenfible, that no- 
‘* thing can be more evident and more eafily comprehend- 
“ ed chan its Abfurdity. 


Theodicens proceeds to examine this Queftion , Whether 
a Truth, e[vecialy a revealed Doftrine, may be liable to anan- 
Jwerable Objefions. He does not believe it. For, fays he, 
is an Objedfion any thing elfe but an Argument, the Con. 
clufion whereof contradiéts our Affertion ? Is not an in. 
wincible Argument a Demonftrasion? And therefore if there 
is fuch an Objection againft our Affertion, it muft be 
confefs'd that the Falfity of our Affertion is demontftrated ; 
otherwife two contradiftory Propofitions would be true 
at the famie tirhe. The Author concludes, that one may 
always make a Satisfaftory Anfwer to any Objection pro- 
pofed againft a Truth. Nay, he believes that a Man of 
indifferent Parts, if he be attentive, and knows how to 
ufe the Rules of common Logick, will be able to anfwer 
the moft perplexing Objeftion againft a Truth, when 
the Obje&tion is only grounded upon Reafon, and pro- 
pofed as aDernonftration. Notwithf{tanding the Contempt 
which feveral Modern Authors exprefs for the Logick of 
Ariftotle, it mult be owned, fays Theodicaus, that it affords 
an infallible way of Confuting Error upon chofe Occafi- 
ons. For any one, who examines.an Argument accord- 
ing to the Rules, will always fee whether ic be wrong in 
the Form, or whether it contains any Premife, that wants 
to be proved by a good Argument. 


Ic is quite another thing when the Queftion runs only 
upon Probabilities ; for the Art of judging of probable 
Arguments is not yet well eftablifh’d : Our Logick is ftill 
very imperfect in that Refpe& ; and hardly affords any 


"thing but the Ait of judging of Demonftrations. This 


Art is fufficient in the prefent Cafe ; for when Reafon is 
objected againft an Article of Faith, we need not be con- 
cerned about an Obje&tion that goes no farther than Pro- 
bability ; fince 'tis agreed on all hands that Myfteries are 
contrary to Appearances, and have nothing in them that 
is probable, when confidered only with Refpe& to Réa- 
fon. ‘Tis enough chat they contain no Abiurdity ; and 
therefore nothing lefs than a Demonftration is requifite 
to confure them. 


_ The following Paffage deferves to be inferted hére at 
Iength. ‘* We. want no Revelation to know that there is 
‘* a fole Principle of all Things, infinitely Good, and in- 
“ finitely Wife, Reafon teaches us the Exiftence of that 
“ Principle by infallible Demonftrations ; and confe- 
‘* quently all the Objeétions taken from the yfual Courfe 
“ of Things, wherein we obferye feveral Imperfections, 
“« are only grounded upon falfe ppeariochs For if we 
“‘ could underftand the univerfal Harmony of the World, 
“« we fhould fee, that thofe, things which we are apt to 
wifeft Plan that ‘could 
“ be chofen; ina word , we fhould fee , and not'belfeve 
“ only, that what God has done is the beft. By feeing I 
“* mean here what i$ known a priori by the Caufes, and 
“ by believing what we judge only by the Effects, tho the 
** one be as certainly Known as the other. To which 
‘“ we may apply what Se. Paul fays ( 2. Cor. V.7.) that 
** we walk by Faith, and not by Sight. For the infinite 

¢ God being known to us, we judge that he 
“ had good Reafons to permit natural and moral Evil, 


» “© and we judge fo by the Bffe&ts, or 4 pofferiori, that is, 


** becaufe it exifts. M. Bayleiowns this: Truth ;) ard 


_.** therefore he! fhould have been contented with it, with. 


a 


“* out pretending that there fhould be no, falfe Appear- 
** ances againft it. "Tis juft as if one fhould require that 
= me fhould be no Dreams, nor any Deception in Op. 
** ticks. 


~* 


Theodicaus obferves that the Paflages of feveral Authors, 
quoted ‘by M. Bayle, do not prove that there are;any uft- 
anfwerable QObjeCtions againit any revealed Dorine. 
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As for what concerns the Fathers, they did not abfolute- 
ly reje& the ufe of Reafon. On the contrary, in their 
Difputes with the Heathens , they applied themfelves to 
fhew that Paganifm was contrary to Reafon , and thar 


Chriftianicy had a great Advantage over it even in that 
Refpe&t. 


In the next Place, our Author fays that Myfteries are 
ae 5 ey of an Explication ; but it is an imperfect one, 
It is tufficient for us to have an analogical Intelligence of 
a Myftery, (fuch as the Trinity and the Incarnation,) that 
we may not ule Words without Senfe, when we difcourfe 
of it ; but it is not neceflary that the Myftery fhould be 
fully comprehended. When we fpeak of the Unidn of 
the Divine Word with the Human Nature , we ought,to 
be contented with an analogical Knowledge , fuch as the 
Union of the Soul and Body may afford us; and we 
need on i fay, that the Incarnation is the ftriteft Union, 
that can be between the Creator and a Creature, without 
pretending to go farther. 


The fame miy be fhid of other Myfteries : Moderaté 
Men will always find a fufficient Explication to believe 
them, but not to comprehend them. We ought to be 
contented to know what a Myltery is (7 5d) ; but the mo. 
dus (7s) exceeds our Comprehenfion , and is not necef- 
fary. What the —— of Sweden {aid in a Medal , upon 
her refigning the Crown, may be applied to thofe Expli- 
cations of Myfteries, which fome Men pretend to. give 
us, Non mi bifogna, enon mi bafta. Fofeph Scaliger made 
the following Verfes upon that Subjeét. 


Ne curiofus quere caufas omnium, — 
Quecunque libris vis Prophetarum indidit 
Afflata coelo, plena veraci Deo : 

Nec operta facri fupparo filentii 


Irrumpere aude, fed pudenter prateti, 
Nefcire velle, que Magifter optimus 
Docere non vulc, erudita infcitia eft. 


Theodiceus an{wers feveral Objeftions of M. Bayle, res 
lating to this Subje& : What he fays againft that Philo. 
fopher is grounded upon the Principles above-mention’d, 
and therefore I nted not enlarge upon it. I thall only 
take notice of the following Paflage, “ Perhaps ( fays 
“ the Author) after this long Difpute with M. Bayle con- 
“ cerning the Ufe of Reafon, it will appedr that his Opi- 
** nions were not fo different ftom miné as they feem to 
** be by his Expreffions, 


At the end of this Difcourfe Theodiceus mentions fone 
Divints; who andetrook to explain Myfteties.. Thomas 
Barton, an Englifh Jefuit, was one of them, in his Book én- 
titled, Concordia Scientia cum Fide, which he publifh’d un- 
der the fictitious Name_of Thomas Bonartes Nordtanus Ang- 
lus. That Book was cenfured at Rome, Our Author pi- 
ties “ thofe Learned Men, who bring themfelves into 
** Trouble upon fuch an Account. Ic was the Fate of Pe- 
“* ter Abelard, Gilbertus Porretanus , don Wiclife, and in 
“ our Days of Thomas Albiue an Englifhman , and fomt o- 
“ thers; who preténded to'dive into Myfteties. 


_ Laftly , Thediceus hopes that M. Bayle is now fute 
rounded with that Light. which wé.want upon Earth, 
fince we may very well fuppofe that he had no ill Inten- 


tion. . satis ‘ab Citi: 
Candidus infueti miratyr lumen Oljthpi;. ) 
Sub pedibufque vider nubes & fidera Dalal. ey 
t Ving. 
——— Ilic poftquam f¢ lumine vero 


Fixa polis ; vidit quanta fub noéte jaceret 
‘Nofter dies, ~~ ——tatan,- ' 
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AMSTERDAM. 


H R Leftores of the late M. Averani’ ( Profeflor of 


T “Philology at Pife ) upon feveral Greek and Latin 
Authors, ‘are fo Be printed here with this Title : 


_ Benedikt Averani PreleHiones in utrinfque Lingua Scripto- 
res, in Lyceo Pifano habite, In Fol. 


“The Orations, and the Greek and Latin Verfes of that 
Profeffor, have been printed at Florence in Three Volumes 
in 4f0. in the Year 1688. and 1709. 


A Curious Defcription of Plants has been Iately ‘pub- 
lifh’d. | 

Abrahami Muntingii Medicine Gr Botan. Prof. Phytographia 
ruriofs , exhibens? Arborum, Bruticum, Herbarum ©: Florum 
Ieones, ducentis G quadraginta tabulu ad vivum delineate 
ac-artificiofifime ari incifis. Varias earum denominationes La- 
rinas, Gallicas, Italicas, Germanicas , Belgicas, eliafque ex 
‘probariffimis Autoribus prifets ac neotericis defumptas., cobegit 
CO adjecit Francifeus Kiggelaer, Botanophilus. Amfeledami, 
17%1. in Folie. 


WITTEMBERG. 


Wol firs, rofeflor of this Univerfity, has publifh’d 
» a Differtation, containing feveral Remarks up- 
on the Commentary of Hierocks on the Goldén Verfes 


of Pythagoras. 


Differtatio Epifielica, qua Hieroelis in Aurea. Pythagore 
Carmina Commentarina partim illufiratur , partim eménda- 
tur, foripta a Jo. Chriftopboro Welfio, Prof. Philof. Extraord. 
Vitteberg. Lipfie, 1710. in Svo- 


2m is an Exgellane Nanulerigt of Flececle is the 
ibrary of the Great-Duke of Zu/cany, at Manufcript 
‘was collated bythe ate M Gudine ; and aya 
_ being, communicated to M, Wolfie by »M. Fabricius of 
Hamburg), enabled him to mend feveral Paflages of that 
reek Author, and to confirm fome Emendations. of 
Mr, Needham. The Cambridge-Edition of Hierocles, pub- 
Nith’d by that. Learned Man, being ,very {Ccarce in this 
Country, "tis thought M. Wolfs wall put outa new Edi- 
tion, adorned with many Notes ; wherein he will parti- 
cularly fhew, that thereis a wonderful Affinity between 
the-Stile of Hierscles, and that of the New Teftament and 
Ecclefiaftical. Writers. <o: 


‘HEL MST'A D.8 
Fabriciab bat publifita’ 4 ColleBior BF’ the Mit 


M. cellaneous Works ‘of Ofavits Ferrari, in two 
TEM, | A rs wid, wane, to eeeCl 220 
OF avis, Fenanid Patrisii;, Mediolanenfis, Rqyitis,,, O in 
Lyceo Patavino quondam Profeforis inclyti , Opera varia, 
__Prolufiones, Epiftolas, Formulas, CO varias Inferiptiones com- 
 pletfemt im: *Cobegit, im ovdinent vedegit, O emendavit Fohan- 
re Mice bed adapta 17 FO, ihn Bue. 
here are in ehis Colleftion Tome Pictes never before 
publith’d. O@svins Ferrarius was a very Learned Man, 
and much celebra for. bys reat Eloquence... He died 
at Padus inf ¥68%. Tome ‘Diys after ‘he had read his 
lait Le&ture\feUmbris @ Mawibus. i 200 06 


yn 
PARTS. 
Colle ion OF Lereeey, Wélttea bi rattit = 
Bi ; Of ‘Nifmes, “have? be y M. Flechier , late 
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Lettres de M. Flechier Evefque de Nifmer, fur divers Sujets, 
Paris. i711. i {2. 


This Colleétion confifts of 223 Letters, Twelve of 
which are in Latin. In che qift, daced sprit 27. 1704: 
the Bifhop defcribes in the following Werds the Difor 
ders occafion’d by the Fanaticks of the Cevennes. 

“ The exercife of our Religion is almoft fupprefy'd in 
“‘ Three or Four Diocefes.: Above Four thoufand Catho. 
“ Jicks have been kill’din the Country; Fourfcore Prief 
‘© maflacred, and near Jwo hundred Churches burne 
‘‘ down. Thus Things ftand in general. As for us, we 
“ are ina City, where we have no Reft, nor Pleafure or 
“© Comfort., When the Catholicks are ftromger, the oq 
thers are afraid of being kill’d ; when the Fanaticks are 
in great Numbers near this Town, the Catholicks aré 
afraid in their turn, I muft comfort and encourag; 
them all at feveral times. _ We are here in a manner 
block’d up, and one cannot go Fifty Paces from this 
Town without Fear, and Danger of being Kill'd : No 
“ body can walk, or take the Air. I have feen from m; 
‘© Windows all our Country-Houfes fet on Fire with Im. 
“‘ punity, There is hardly any day, but I am told in the 
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ftium incidit. Septem. i 
: Reeser, dimii€averant , feorfim 
re ite, omnique auxilio de 




















“Git circlmvente) extrema, fi ebRerencur; minitantes, 
“ padtis" 0 sais as deditioném *vénerune. * Certa. 
omen; tos anceps dia’, ‘Hhcerraque Vitoria ; quam de. 
+ id fteS felicirer, Hon imipone vetwlerune. = 


_ The XVeh, Tomé” of M: de Tiltthlon"? Memoirs; con: 
cerning EccleGaftical Hiftory, is lately come out. 


\Memoires pour fervir a LHifteire Ecclefapique des fis pre- 
miers fiecler, juftifier. par les citations des Auteurs Originaux ; 
avec des Notes pour éclaireir les difficulter,des faits, Or dele 
Chronologie, Tome XV. qui comprend les Hiftoires de S. Ger- 
main d duxerre, de 8: Hilaire d' Arles,tde Theodoret, de S. Leon 
Pape, Or de‘ quelques autres, $4ints, 0%. grands hommes, "qui 
fmt: waorss| depuis 448. cjufquien 461. Par M, te Naim de 
Tidemont. . Patis. 17 tisnin 4fo. é 

ma Publick is fuffiGiefitly acquainted with thé Method 
ot: M. 


de‘ Tikemont. That®Abthor iivan: exad Writtr ; 
but hie difcovers a great’@rédulity, and) hig Worksare too 
full of devout Reflexions.: : Baibns ° 
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